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matks is cold, but life is warm; that is why mathematics must forever fail to explain life. Reducing the musical note of C to a number of vibrations per second does not explain Lily Pons or Elizabeth Schumann. What explain Lily Pons or Elizabeth Schumann are the overtones which are somewhat beyond mathematical calculations. He who goes for exactness must sacrifice subtlety, and vice versa. Since peace is also a part of life, the mathematical approach must also fail to explain peace, or understand peace, or create it.
In other words, peace cannot be arrived at by a point ration system. The more blurred and indeterminate the natural boundaries, the happier the neighbours are. The less talk about tariff barriers, the greater the flow of trade* The more inexact our delegates* ideas of population' .figures, the nearer we are to a peace solution. The less concerned the big powers are over the undeveloped areas, the happier are the "natives/* The less thought we spend on the diameter of gun-barrels, the less imminent is World War III.
That is why I have a hunch that if we leave the planning of world peace to women, we shall have it, because as the average woman goes, they are pretty bad at figures. A fair precaution to be taken against men delegates to the Peace Conference would be to establish a rule that they must have flunked at school in mathematics to qualify for the appointment or election. Actually even Secretary Hull can think quite sanely and philosophically about the deeper problems of peace if you remove from his company that statistical fiend, Leo Pasvolsky.
For it must never be forgotten that even in the realm of the physical world, science explains the how, but never the why and the wherefore. It deals with the process, but not the ultimate cause, nor the values of the end results. The process lies within the field of mathematics* the